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gimensions on this route would be sufficient to justify its construe- '
In.answer we say, that if there were not a'cadal of superior di-
mensions leading to rival-markets; and :here were no practicable
routes upon which a canal ¢ould be constructed to such rival mar-
kets; and those markets were not within comparatively a short dis-.
tanco;—in other words, if trade coming to the mouth of Seneca
were forced to pass over this canal, then we should answer in the
Jfirmative, but as things arc, in the negative. (We understand
the committee as, of course, supposing a sufficiency of water.) At
the same time we admit that this is a question vot entirely within

ihe province of an;Engineer oz Engineers to determine.

We will place others in possession of facts so far as they are to
be learned from the Epgineer:i— |

Upon the prineiple of calculation fully explained in our report,
(see page 48, 48, &c.) The actual distance from Seneca, by ‘the
Seneca route, to Balfimore, with its 761 feet of Ineluge and a canal
50 feet wide, is equivalent in time, or equated distance, to 136
miles in length, of a level sixty feet wide canal, wiihout locks.

In the samé way, in equated distance, the mouth of ‘Seneca to
Georgetewn is 32 miles; and to Baltimore by the way of George-
town 91 miles. It 1snot aquestion for an Engineer to settle which
market a boat-would seek in preference; the one 32 miles; or the
one 136 mtles distant; for the Enygineer is not necessarily acquaint-
od*with ihe relative inducements that the two markets may offec
(o draw trade, each toitself. Neither is it a question for an En-
gineer to decide whether, all things consideérec, the difference of
45 miles in the two routes by Georgetown, and by Seneca, to Bal-
timore.does not give a preference to the former, in reference to the
interests of Baltimore herself. '

25th Interrogatory— What reduction in the annual supply of
water required on the Sencca route would be made by narrowing
the canzl from fifty to forty feet water surlace, and what would be

-the consequent reduction on the cost of construction?

Answer—The amount of lockage water and lockgate leakage
would be thE szme on both. the forty and filty feet canals. The
leskage of the two canals would be very nearly alike. Alinost the
only difference as regards expense of water, would be in the eva-
poration from the 10 ieet difference in width of surface, which,
for the 12 miles, the length of the Seneca Canal dependent upon
the summit for water, canpot exceed 75,000 cubic yards annually,
an amount comparatively a mere. trifle. The difference then, as

‘regards expense of water, between a canal of 40 feet waler sur-

face, and one of filty feet, we consider as practicaily nothing.—
There would probably be a very considerable difference in the
cos: of the two canals, bat for reasons already given we cannot say

how mrent that difipronen wounld be.
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